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SH PAR3D 540*23 ■■ 

PAGE 001 * 



SENTENCE MONITORING 
COMPUTATION DATA 
AS OP 02-21-2006 



02-21-2006 
15:10:14 



REGNO..: 06319-007 NAME: WEST, BENSON 



DATE OF BIRTH: 



FBI NO : 69924VB5 

ARS1 : LEE/A-DES 

UNIT ; F 

DETAINERS : NO 

THE FOLLOWING SENTENCE DATA IS FOR THE INMATE'S CURRENT COMMITMENT. 
THE INMATE IS PROJECTED FOR RELEASE: LIFE 



CURRENT JUDGMENT/WARRANT NO: 010 

COURT OP JURISDICTION : DIST OF COLUMBIA, SUPERIOR CRT 

DOCKET NUMBER ......: F-090-83C,D, E,F,G 

JUDGE : REVERCOMB 

DATE SENTENCED/ PROBATION IMPOSED: 02-13-1984 

DATE WARRANT ISSUED : N/A 

DATE WARRANT EXECUTED. . : N/A 

DATE COMMITTED : 10-02-2001 

HOW COMMITTED i DC SUPERIOR COURT COMT 

PROBATION IMPOSED : NO 

SPECIAL PAROLE TERM : 



RESTITUTION. . 



PROPERTY: NO SERVICES: 



NO 



AMOUNT: $00.00 



--CURRENT OBLIGATION NO: 010 

OFFENSE CODE. . . . : 621 

OFF/CHG: 22-2902,3202: ATTEMPTED ROBBERY WHILE ARMED. {C) 
22-2401,3202: 1ST DEGREE MURDER WHILE ARMED. (D) 



22-3202 
22-2902 
22-3204 



ARMED ROBBERY. (E) 

ATTEMPTED ROBBERY. (F) 

CARRYING A PISTOL WITHOUT A LICENSE. 



SENTENCE PROCEDURE : DC CODE ADULT 

SENTENCE IMPOSED/TIME TO SERVE.: LIFE 

MINIMUM TERM : 20 YEARS 

DC MANDATORY MINIMUM TERM : 20 YEARS 

DATE OF OFFENSE : 01-05-1983 



MORE PAGES TO FOLLOW 



GOVERNMENT 

6XHGT 
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SENTENCE MONITORING ' * 02-21-2006 

COMPUTATION DATA * 15:10:14 

AS OF 02-21-2006 

REGNO..: 06319-007 NAME: WEST, BENSON 

- CURRENT COMPUTATION HO : 010 - 

COMPUTATION 010 WAS LAST UPDATED ON 08-10-2005 AT LEE AUTOMATICALLY 



DATE COMPUTATION BEGAN : 02-13- 1984 

TOTAL TERM IN EFFECT. : LIFE 

TOTAL TERM IN EFFECT CONVERTED. . : LIFE 

EARLIEST DATE OF OFFENSE ; 01-05-1983 

JAIL CREDIT : FROM DATE 



TOTAL JAIL CREDIT TIME : 403 

TOTAL INOPERATIVE TIME : 

STATUTORY GOOD TIME RATE : 

TOTAL SGT POSSIBLE : 

PAROLE ELIGIBILITY : 01-05-2003 

STATUTORY RELEASE DATE : N/A 

TWO THIRDS DATE : N/A 

180 DAY DATE ; N/A 

EXPIRATION FULL TERM DATE : LIFE 



REMARKS : PAROLE ELIGIBILITY CANNOT OCCUR PRIOR TO 01-05-2003 DUE TO 

20 YEAR MANDATORY MINIMUM. 



NO PRIOR SENTENCE DATA EXISTS FOR THIS INMATE 
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WEST-EL 
EXHIBIT D2 
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■■■■■' * „ , 

' ■■:-■ :':.■■ . ' ' / 

llf.,1. i\."fT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMlJi, 

'-' t- I- P. 



"t^ 1 



$p 



tojd n. :-• ;'.' " 



J3Miii$i aying Ve^cfaw 



»<-<.' iEKT »f ffiOTMENT/PROBATION ORDER - ', 

'*- * -edapleaof D Not Guilty ^EF Guilty to the CS ,! 

J ' . U>t-lt<-£ A^-^i.. j> i-.j?^ Q^,^ |>\ v , f j t .,. l 





Kl^^Sry^Jury Q Court, it is hereby ORDERED thatthedefene a k < 

( i i harged,'and is hereby SENTENCED is ' ■ - ' <__ _k 






j ^;. ■ J tp8,. , '~-jrj'l?!tj- 



_ . 



_ - : - ; ■ ■ ■ -■ ■: . ■ .. ■" 



: ^k,.:^sidl 



M-(d)c 







i ...„^ ,_^ v 

lmitted lithe custody of the Attorney C t p 

*■ % > _j s ! _ , 

■ . ■■■'::.!' "V. :■■■.■■ ■ . ■.'.■:.■ .■■■ .,:,■■.;■■ :■ , : ::■ ■■ 

-i ' " t c_ ant be placed on probation in charge of the Director, Social Sc ■ D 

V" 1 ' 1 ' «- » ' ' D-tfeaiwhit wprobationthedefendBJitohaervethefoItowinginflrkedcoiMLt' 

• p - • i !'i L-'_ ■ 

■a ^i < , ivo&ation listed on the "back of this onk. 

v ' ' s (I timturae your present' employment 

""- 1 " n medical,? vchological or psychiatric tre - , -'„n , , 

fj* ', J ' 3 ■> ' Probation Officer. 

Q t in a >n M • , ,~ ^ s „ 







^gpKErejhjfg^ « s |i , r( - , ay of this order to appropria 

< x . t r ic defendant' " ''' " ''"" ■'■*■■*'■■'-'■■"•' ■■■'■' 
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■»-' : / i- ■■•■ 






gpate, : 
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SUPERIOR CEORT OF THE DISTRICT OF CCLI.TBIA 
SOCIAL SE.WIOS DIVISIOK - ADULT BRANCH 



PRESENTENCE REPORT 



PDID No. : 
Docket No. 



357-S88 
F-090-83C,D,E,FSG 



Re: Benson West 

To: The Honorable George H. Revercomb 

Fran: Prob. Officer Stanley G. Scott 



Date Referred: 9-20-83 
Bate rue: 11-6-83 

Sentencing Date: 11-10-83 



Defendant Information: 

True Name: Benson Foster West, Jr. 

Aliases: Benny Smallwood 

Age/ Birthdate: 65) Sex: Male 

Tine in D.C. Area: Life 

Marital Status: Single Dependents: None 

Social Security No. : 

DCDC No. : 206-763 



C£fense,Code and Penalty: See Page TWO 

Hea: Not Guilty Judgment: Guilty (Jury) 

Detainers, or Pending Charges: None Indicated 

Co-defendants: 

Edward A. Jackson 
Michael A. Britt 



Address: 3910 Wheeler Roac, S.E.I3 

Washington, D.C. 
Tel. ♦: 754-2110 



Birthplace: Washington, D.C. 

Citizenship: US 
Alien No. : N/A 



Education: 7th Grade 
Permit No. : None Indicated 
FBI No.: No Report Provided 



Bond Status: Committed w/o Bond 



(Dkt No.): F-206-83 
(Dkt No.): F-205-83 



(Status): Sent. 11-10-83 
(Status): Sent. 11-10-63 



AUSA: Barry Tapp 

Defense Counsel: Richard Greenlee 



Telephone: 273-8061 
Telephone: 628-1200 



Sa? E SS2 e / lt i S C ?± PSrCle Cra " iss i™ a«3 Reorganization Act, Public Law 
it^l;,. * mch 15 ' 1S76 thJS report is ««aosat4e to irrates in federal 
institutions for forpsss of parole ccr.tiit?rEar.n." 



Disposition and Date: 



GOVBamsn 
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Offense, CO* and Penalty: 

Attempted Armed Robbery: 2902, 3202, Dp To Life 

1st Degree Murder While Armed (Felony): 22-2401, 3202, Up To Life 

Armed Robbery: 22-3202, Up To Life 

Attempted Armed Robbery: 22-2902, 3202 Up To Life 

Carrying A Pistol Without A License (Felony) : 22-3204, 10 Years 
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CONTACTS: 

9-23-83 Attempted contact with ADSA Barry Tapp - No answer 

10-27-83 Effort to obtain information on co-defendant through computer 

- computers down. 

10-31-83 Attempted contact with ADSA Barry lapp. 

11-1-83 Contacted AUSA Barry lapp - Discussed overview of this case 

Attempted contact with defendant's grandmother, Lillian Snallwood, 

11-2-83 .Interviewed defendant at D.C. Detention Center- 

Cbntacted defendant's grandmother, Lillian Snallwood. Discussed 
family background and social information. 

11-3-83 Reviewed juvenile social file/ juvenile criminal history. 

Contacted Dr. William Levine to discuss defendant's mental health 
status. 

Contacted Barry Tapp - Discussed co-defendants in this case. 

Attempted contact with Carriage Bill Nusring Home to verify most 
recent employment. (Attempted contact on 11/7/83) 

OmCLAL VERSION: 

The following Official Version is taken from the MPD (#163) official report: 
"On January 5, 1982 at about 0200 hours, in the S00 block of Varney Street, S.E., 
Washington, D.C. a pickup truck bearing VA51-058, being driven by a Clayton Brown of 
1204 Carcnonwealth Avenue, Alexandria, Virginia with two passengers aboard, stopped on 
the street, and were approached by five black males. The person on the passenger side 
of the truck was pulled from the truck and it was announced that it as a holdup. The 
second subject was pulled fran the truck, and at this time the driver, Mr. Brown 
objected, alighted frcm the vehicle and was shot once. The subjects fled the area, 
and the truck was driven to feeler Road, E.E. , where a passing scout car was flagged 
down. The victim was driven tc Greater Southeast Ccrnraunity Hospital where he was 
pronounced death at 2:26 a.m. by Dr. Bseruwa. 

An autopsy was performed on January 5, 1983 and the case was ruled a homicide 
by shooting. On the same date, a statement was taken from a subject and it was 
learned that a Benny Snallwood was involved. On January 6, 19 S3, the respondent Benny 
Snallwood (also known as Benson West) was requested at Hcmicide in the cempany of his 
grandparents. During the interview, Benny Snallwood admitted to the offense and gave 
a written statement on his cwn free will. 
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OFFICIAL VEKSICH: (continued! 

The defendant stated that he was at the location and committed the offense. 

HBft Tapp related that the corplainants indicated their version as follows! 
"The defendant s first saw the white kids but did not see the decedent. West then 
K£^ n ^, y " en 1 t . arouna ae aac * to se arch the decedent. One of the defendants was 
reportedly feeling on or molesting the female complainant curing this ircicent. the 
Sfenfentt -■*%? tte . ce ? endants t0 Iesve *>« f ™ale complainant alone. One of the 
Sir?™ r% It If / CU . ccn \ Ehut v Z wU1 *<* ym or "rethins to that effect." 
Wet? Sd^tnf S E ' IT^S t at - tte *« &nt apparently K de a move toward .defendant 
«S » 2 °f fencant *« the cece&nt and killed hini. Mr. Tapp relates, further, 
that the decedent, Qeyton Brcwn, was apparently trying to save the two other 
complainants when he expired. Def endant West was read'tne kpd Official Version HJEA 

rJfo?rh^| Ve ^ 5 i°.- 0£ tMs cffense and the Grand Jur y Infictments by this officer 
ceiore he Til ated his version. 

£Sl7^SS,°L I ^ a 9 eS! l Th < ! tTD (S163) Re P° rt ^'tes that a Clayton Brown was 
IpeSfL SoSaSon!" 9 ** "" * ^"^ H — "" ^ m '* 1S3, -* OT *"* 

iEmmsHr's version: 

"He and , and was out on Varney Street, sellinq 

marijuana, the truck pulled up... . went over the truck to sell marijuana, The 

fo^t ™ S T™ aU ii ? U9ht ?^ rljUara ^ trled t0 tee P a <*"* tag'wittcuf pying 
for it. So Ed called me and Michael over the truck. He said that if thev tried to 
rhTtJl 1 ? tt T e ™^™ " fast a window or something...! was « t£ otter s 2 of 

Ss w£let tn *™ d Q K yt ^ BrW ?- t ° P* £or the reefer * 'ive it tack, fie gave me 
nis wallet to show re he had nothing in it... I threw it rack in the truck f oo H,rV 

Sv'S werf e 0ther f * * tte truck - *>* ^ Eser '^ «** andMSaS Scott aS 5sa 
Layton were arguing (apparently with the co-defendants) and Clayton Brcwn cot out of 
?Z»? ™ *"? ^^ t0 "9™ wltt Jackson...! said leave htolllne; hTaSed^e wtat 
'L S-^S 9 t0 * l sla X wcuia ^ hlm "*• He ai o "Thats what you'rf SnnfhSe 
to do" and came towards me with his hand in his pccket with a glove In.." tadl 
pistol...! was scared... I shot hin...I didn't mean to shoot himT" 

HUDR CRIfflSH, KKDKD: 
Washington, D.C. - Juvenile 
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BUCK CRDONBL RECORD: (continued) 

if h» J^l 5 a * lK ? ^ J ? 0ffice ^^^^ asked the defendant and grarainother 
of It ^ tee " lnTO ? Ved ln ar * ^ <* rontact wlth te »»rt ly teina arrested 
JL.ST^ d f S a J LV ? nile « an adult. Both aid that he had not. However, juvenile 
record indicate the above charge and disposition. otwever, juvenile 

Washington, D.C. - Adult - 



Homicide ; Murder 
I While Anted; 
Attempted Anred 
Robbery; Felony 
Murder; Armed 
Robbery; Carrying 
A Pistol w/o A 
License, Attempted 
Armed Robbery 



No Papered; 
Closed; • 
INSI7MT OFFENSE 
INSTiOT OFFENSE 
INSTANT OFFENSE; 
OSI-HST OFFENSE 
INST^T OFFENSE 



IEI records officials report no record found for this defendant. 
CURRENT JSCBSriaVPARCLE/PRB-DISIDSITlON ADJOSDIHT: 



tw„ ,- c C0Urt " cords shcw inScation that the defendant is presently on probation. 
SXniyS ^ ailcn <* tte ■fefendant being on probation aian adult or juveSle. 
Defendant hest was cooperative during this investigation. juvenile. 

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY: 

January, 1962 to July 1982 

Carriage Hill Nursing Bane 

Arlington, Virginia 

Position: Dietician 

Salary: Minimum Wage 

Reason for Leaving: Transportation and personal problems 

verification: Juvenile records; verification through Employer pending (S20-S700). 

Cements: Defendant West reported that he was inemplcyed at time that he was arre*eri 
andcharged with this offense. Be reports that he 52 worked^ the toor' 5 S 
1SS S S S 091 ™' ln 1981 <at a ^i^torhood community center -iScif ic^e 
unknown). Defendant West reports that he had no other employment history? 
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SOCIAL HISTORY: 
A. 



Defendant West reports that he was born through the marital relationship of 
and He says his mother and father separated 

early curing his childhood; that he was raised primarily by his grandmother and 
grandfather with the assistance of his mother. Ke says that his father was not in the 
hone at any time and was net involved in the parenting process. -Defendant West says 
that he was treated very well, by his grandparents, during Ms childhood and early 
adult life; and that there were no family problems that would be contritutive factors 
to his involvement in these Instant Offenses. Ke says that he was raised with four 
sisters and one brother, who apparently reside with his grandmother and grandfather. 

This information is verified by the defendant's grandnother, . 

Mrs- says that the defendant has never been a problem to the 

family; has been a very obedient child, and has been very good in the heme. Mrs. 
Emallwood says that she does not believe that her grandson committed these offenses. 
However, she achats that the defendant was smoking seme type of narcotic. She 
relates, further, that defendant West always was involved in trying to counsel and 
guide his siblings. She says she has never seen any type behavior as was exhibited in 
these offenses. She says that the defendant was raised in a wholesome family 
environment where discipline and traditional values: working hard for a living and 
being honest, were stressed. appeared extremely distressed over the 

defendant's involved in these Instant Offenses. She says that she has had nur-erous 
conversations with the def endant since he has teen detained pending sentencing in this 
case, and that she feels Mr. West is very renorseful for any act which he may have 
committed. When asked if there were ether family members known to the Court,.. 
declined to canment and the defendant reported "none." 

B. Education^ Trainincr: 

Defendant West reports that he last attended the D.C. Public School System at 
Bart Jr. High School until he withdrew after apparently completing the seventh grace. 
He says that he withdrew because he didn't have "nice" clothes and other material 
things that other children had, and because he had fallen behind in his school work 
and could not 1 * catchup '' The defendant and his grandmother report that he attended 
Armstrong Adult Education Center, in 1981, studying for his GED. There is no 
indication as to whether the defendant finished his studies. The defendant's 
grandmother verifies the defendant's public school education. 
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C. Military; 

Defendant West says that he has not served in the military service. This 
infonration is verified through his grandmother, who relates that the defendant was 
not old enough to register for the selective service when he was allegedly involved 
in these offenses. 

D. Marital Status- and Living ar rangerrentftr 

Mr. West reports that he is single; has had no past or present marriages or 
similar live- in arrangements; and has no children. Ke reports that he was residing 
with :md his grandmother and father, at the time that he was 

arrested and charged with these offenses. The defendant and his grandmother relate 
there were no problems in the living arrangenent; and the defendant was extremely 
close with his grandparents; mother, and siblings. The defendant's grandmother 
relates that she and other family members realize the seriousness of these offenses, 
but they remain concerned about the defendant's welfare. 

E. f4nara?iaV Status; 

Defendant West is unemployed and has no financial problems or expenditures. 
P. iJeaithi 
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Defendant West adnits to using marijuana and PCP, frequently since 1980. Be 
says that he has been using marijuana since I960, and PCP since 1981. This officer 
was unable to determine whether the defendant's use cf narcotics had a definite affect 
on his criminal lifestyle. This officer was unable to test defendant West due to his 
being detained pending sentencing. There is no indication that the defendant made 
efforts to obtain any type of treatment while released in the carmunity." 

E/ALUAT2EN AND DECKEIS: 

Benson West is before the Court for sentencing following his being found 
guilty/ by jury trial, of Attempted Armed. Robbery (2 Counts) , Felony Murder, Armed 
Robbery, and Carrying A Pistol Without A License Offenses. Although records show that 
this case went to trial, the KPD (#163) report indicates that the defendant admitted 
his involvement in this offense when initially questioned by police authorities. Also r 
the defendant adr.it ted shooting the decedent during the presentence report 
investigation interview. 

Metropolitan Police and Court arrest records reviewed by this officer 

shew that 
these Instant Offenses are the defendant's first offenses as an adult. Juvenile 
criminal records indicate that fee defendant was arrested and charged with Simple 
Assault as a juvenile. However, records shew that the simple assault charges were no 
papered. Court records show no indication that the defendant has been no probation as 
an adult or a juvenile. FBI officials report that they have found no record for 
this defendant. 

Defendant West was reportedly living with his grandmother, grandfather and 
family in southeast Washington, D.C. at the time that he was arrested and charged with 
this offense. Although his mother and father separated curing his early childhood, 
and his father was not in the hone and not involved in the parenting process for most 
of his formative years, the defendant and his grandmother report that he was raised in 
a wholesar.e and intact family ty his grandparents, with the assistance of his mother. 
Even though the defendant was raised in hurcble surroundings, it appears that the 
defendant's grandmother and grandfather ir-ade great efforts to give the defendant the 
best parenting and guidance possible. Employment and educational background 
verification shows that the defendant is limited in educational background and lacking 
in viable employment skills. Although it appears that the defendant has made some 
effort to support himself through snplcynsenfc, his employment history is brief. This 
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^rjmCNOTr^KCGIS: (continued) waluat ing psychologist 

caa * *. to Ms uc, - = -££* ^S SSSS«*Jf £»££ 

at the D.C. retention Center "P°" £or A difenses. ra»« 

drug indeed p^chosis when ar^estea an s «gg£g£?£u 

S£n affected >*= ^^£^1? ^"XfS^* «* 
mssiblv by drug induced eootioraj. t , lven31t in this offense. ".""T 
Sendant had a "^ "^ *£,■ ^cedent When he W toe resisted, 
these ir.dividoals, and then shoeing lrae sUgation; and may 

Hthou* defendant Mt« ^f t » h ^lf feou* LplS^fand pursed 

have »£»»* * *«« £ ,Sf4W J* «£•£ * ^"ir* 
ecbcatihal opportunities, the -e ^ fefenoant s a^ittea J^auit West is 

^ar^csf!^^ 

. Honor in the sentencing ^SS^Ttls *e opinion o£ this officer that the 
^SXTiTSS^SS^ un^r these states. . 



iREsraaw 



M . Heoo-ended Pro**- Supervision Leve!: »— 

, «, aefendant should »<££%£££% t. 

dependency problems; and appropriate 
given. 

„ „ oerencant snouio ^^Ztl^'tT 

SSn^S^S^^-* »*■* ability- 
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StKraKEHEKTION: 

It is recoimiended that probation be denied. 



Respectfully submitted, 



ttUk.4^- 



StanYey G. Scott 
Probation Off io 
7Z7-1059 



WPR07ED BY:^^: 



Supervisory Probation Officer 



Case1:06-cv-01650-ESH Document 55-6 Filed 02/20/2008 Page 17 of 42 



WEST-EL 
EXHIBIT D4 



Case 1 :06-cv-01 650-ESH Document 55-6 Filed 02/20/2008 Page 1 8 of 42 



(LNI-S-B) 

< SUMCODE-DCLNIADNSUM > 

D.C. ADULT INITIAL HEARING SUMMARY 

(INITIAL HEARINGS AFTER 112/01 AND CASES ELIGIBLE FOR 
(RETROACTIVE CONVERSION TO PRESUMPTIVE DATE PROCEDURES) 

Offense of Conviction - Attempted Robbery While Armed, First Degree Murder While 
Armed, Armed Robbery, Attempted Robbery, Carrying a Pistol without a License 

Name :WEST, Benson 

Reg. No :06319-007 

Hearing Date :4/29/2002 

Institution :Terre Haute USP 

Hearing Examiner :Adrienne R. Poteat 

Prisoner's Statement: 

According to the subject, the offense of conviction never involved a robbery. He states that it 
was a drug transaction that went bad resulting in the taking of a man's life. The subject 
admits that he was the trigger person who allegedly shot and killed the victim. 

The subject, along with two codefendants (Edward Jackson and Michael Britt) were all involved 
in the sale of narcotics. At the time of the offense, a truck pulled up in which the occupants 
requested to purchase narcotics. Subsequently, a verbal altercation transpired resulting in the 
shooting. 

According to the official version of the offense, it states that the subject and the codefendants 
stopped and picked up truck with three passengers announcing a hold-up. Two passengers 
were pulled from the truck and the subject and codefendants began to harass them. The driver 
of the truck objected to the harassment and as a consequences he was shot. The victim was 
driven to the hospital where he was pronounced dead. The subject denies this version of the 
offense, further stated that at no time did they stop the passengers. He claims that the truck 
stopped on its own in which the passengers again requested to purchase narcotics. 

Finally, the codefendants were sentenced to a term of 20 to life. When questioned as to why 
they would be the same sentence structure, the subject states that they were adults with prior 
criminal records. 



The subject was 17 years of age at the time of the offense with no prior convict 


ons. 




Institutional Factors 


GOVBtNMBff 




Discipline: 









The subject received the following disciplinary reports while housed in the DC Department of 
WEST.631 Page 1 of 
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(INI-S-B) 
Corrections; 

1. 7/31/84, the subject was cited for Possession of Contraband, Lack of Cooperation and 
Falsifying Physical Evidence. According to the report, the subject was ordered to expose his 
mouth for a visual search following visiting at which time he refused and swallowed an 
undetermined amount of US currency. The subject was found guilty and received 14 days in 
which 7 days were suspended for 30 days. 

Rescission behavior 0-2 months. 

2. 3/20/86, the subject was cited for being Out of Place, Being Absent at Count which resulted 
in a Class HI Offense. The subject failed to report to his Squad for a new count and as a result 
was found guilty and received 5 days punitive segregation suspended for 60 days. 

Rescission behavior of 0-2 months is being applied in that the subject has more Class ni/Class 
II offenses. 

3. 5/6/86, the subject was cited for Abuse of Privileges and Lack of Cooperation. According to 
the report, while staff was conducting the official check up of the dormitory, it was noted that 
the subject either failed to turn down the volume of his radio or use ear plugs as required. 
After repeated warnings it was necessary to submit a disciplinary report. The subject was 
found guilty and received a reprimand in warning. 

Rescission guidelines of 0-2 months is being applied in that this is a Class D/Class m offense. 

4. 5/16/89, the subject was cited for Assault. The officers were chasing individuals in which 
the subject was wanted and needed to be apprehended. As the officer grabbed the subject, he 
hit the officer twice in the ribs. The Board recommended that he be transferred to a maximum 
security facility and he was found guilty of assault. The subject claims that this infraction was 
dismissed and that he never went to maximum security and was never convicted in the State 
of Virginia. It was explained to this individual that in spite of the fact that Virginia may have 
failed to prosecute for an assault, this does not have anything to do with the institution 
imposing disciplinary sanctions for the behavior. 

Rescission guidelines Category m assault on a correctional officer, 12-16 months in which no 
serious injuries were sustained. 

5. 4/3/92, the subject was cited for Threatening Conduct, Disrespect, Willful Disobedience of a 
General Order, Class II/Class HI infraction. According to the report, the subject was standing 
several feet from an officer and stated in a loud and boisterous tone "fuck that shit, cock ass, 
mother fucker. I want my mail now or I'm going to kick your mother fucker ass". The subject 
was found guilty and received punitive segregation in which credit of 3 days was imposed. He 
was subsequently released to the general population after service of this time. 



Page 2 of 
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(INI-S-B) 

Rescission behavior 0-2 months. 

6. 7/12/84, the subject was cited for Threatening Conduct, Lack of Cooperation, Out of Place, 
Disrespect, Class Il/Class III infraction. According to the report, the officer, while standing 
near the front door challenged the inmate who was attempting to enter the chow line. During 
this time the subject stated "Don't say no damn more to me". The subject was found guilty 
and received 7 days segregation suspended for 60 days. 

Rescission guidelines 0-2 months. 

11/23/83, the subject was cited for Major Contraband in which officers found a toothbrush 
melted with a sharp edge which appeared to be a razor blade. The toothbrush with the sharp 
object was confiscated and turned over to authorities. The subject received 7 days punitive 
segregation and loss of all privileges. 

Rescission behavior Category III for possession of a dangerous weapon, 12-16 months. 

In total, the subject's rescission behavior is 24-40 months. 

Program Achievement 

The subject has several program completions to his credit. He has been involved in the 
Industrial Program at the Central Facility DC Department of Corrections in which he was 
involved in the Metal Fabrication and Industrial Maintenance. Sentences arrive with the 
facility, is in the Refrigeration Squad. He has completed 24 weeks of the Drug Program and is 
enrolled in the GED classes. He has signed up for Counseling Programs but ia not involved in 
any Therapeutic Programs at this time. Furthermore, he has been involved in religious 
services and self-help groups. 

Release Plans: 

The subject wants to obtain his own place of residence upon release. Employment plans were 
not provided and will be determined at the appropriate time. 

Representative and Representative's Statement: N/A. 

Guideline Parameters 

SFS: 7 

Base Point Score: 6 

36-48 Base Guideline Range 

WEST.631 Page 3 of 



Case 1 :06-cv-01 650-ESH Document 55-6 Filed 02/20/2008 Page 21 of 42 



(INI-S-B) 



24-40 Months Required to Serve to PE Date 
0-0 Disciplinary Guideline Range 
0-0 Superior Program Achievement Award 
287-315 Total Guideline Range 

Modifications to Prehearing: 

The only modification would be the misconduct in which the Pre-review did not note any 
disciplinary infractions. 



Overall Evaluation and Recommendation 



Evaluation: 

As indicated earlier, this represents the subject's first period of confinement. At the age of 17, 
the subject engaged in the sale of narcotics. He claims that he earned approximately $200 per 
day. Nevertheless, the instant offense involved a drug transaction that went bad resulting in 
him killing one of the victims. 

As of this date, the subject has been in custody for 231 months. A denial of parole and a 
continuation for 60 months would not result in the subject serving at the top of the guideline 
range. 

Recommendation: 

Deny parole. Continue for a Rehearing in April 2007, after the service of 60 additional 
months. 

PAH 

May 15, 2002 
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ADDENDUM 



Name : West, Benson Institution : Terre Haute FPC 

Reg No : 06319-007 Hearing Date : 5/22/2002 

Reviewer : TomKowalski 



In rendering the recommendation at the Initial hearing of this subject, the examiner denied parole and continued 
the case for a rehearing after 60 months. 

Pursuant to the rules (2.75 (a)(rV), the maximum recommendation that can be taken at the hearing in the case 
where a death has occurred would be a date that does not exceed the minimum of the applicable guideline 
range. The examiner's recommendation of 4/2007 would be after 291 months which is within the 287 to 315 
guideline range. 

I recommend a four year continuance. 

RECOMMENDATION: Deny parole and continue to a reconsideration hearing in 4/2006 after the service of 
48 months from the hearing date of 4/29/2002. 

TCK 

May 22, 2002 
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U.S. Department of Justice Notice of Action 

United States Parole Commission 

5550 Friendship Boulevard 

Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815-7201 



Name: WEST, Benson Institution: Terns Haute FPC 

Register Number 06319-007 

DCDCNo: 206-796 Date: May 29, 2002 

In tie case of the above-named, the following parole action was ordered: 

Deny parole. Continue to a Reconsideration Hearing in April 2006, after the service of 48 months from 
your hearing date of April 29, 2002. ™*™** 

SEASONS : _"*'<-.. 

Your Total Guideline Range-is^; •>,.,»,,. *J$| f fr-the components that malce up 

your Total Guideline R ij '-. rrjooML afi - 1 ■"'" r- Base P°™_S£>"=j J£* 
Point Score 
(ifappli 

You have been in, torai,. Jjrrj . > ! • . - - ' *■«•■-«*•.»»- § ' raftcff 233 months as of 

May 21, 2002. %' 



icore Guideline F r Hoi >> frit '. fantfcffl M ' ., Disciplinary Guidelines 

Scable), and Strpi -, » , - • I ■* * i $ ■' >>,',• 



After consider v. j » 1. '•,-, «4 a decision outs* ... 1 i 3 udehne Range 

atthisconsidem '■ I not) " si ^ r , 4 J^l |fl\ 

'kits # |v. -j^teifPl^ilgypSiSf,, f-** ♦ (if-,? 

THE ABOVE > i . -Jut 1 ••.! < I I -* L _ 4 _ 

Copies of this Kot^e , irt»".iii. Uu «3 ,. oij -Jr wgn r J.,, fcrwtain cases, copies 
may also be sent totbt 'a, - o .■ jg for > •-'" wishto notrfy. 



Sharon Barnes^ |ii ip<P _ .. _ _ 

CSSDateMana , i *m * j » _ ; 

D.C. Court Serv 

300 Indiana Avenue W* \ -' - ' \ 
Washington, D.C. 2000*^ ' • * ; s = 
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SATTF.NT FArmtt SCORE fSFS-981 

Your PCs Salient Factor Score fSFS-98) Item EauLuiatioDS 

3 A - Prior convictions/adjudications (adult or juvenile) None = 3; One = 2; Two or three = 1; 

Four or more e 

2 B - Prior commitnients of more than thirty days (adult or juvenile) None = 2; One or two = 1; 

Three or more = 

C - Age at commencement of the current ofiense/prior commitments of more than thirty days 
(adult or juvenile) (see table below for an explanation) 

1 D - Recent commitment tree period (three years) 

No prior commitment of more than thiity^days (adult or juvenile^ or released to the community 

from last such commitments i i~ i . ^r.to the commencement of the current 

offense = l;Otherwiy " . tZ^V. 

1 E-Probatii n/p O '. M **"t.i"'^i <\> ^.!«^>t*j ^ 

Neither on pr ''a./ >mfcfei - ■ «* t i i * a of the current offense; 

nor commute i Huuu ^ ! ■ r s 1 i 'sli f... violator this time = 1; 
Otherwise = 

If the oflfewfe ' i i i. * v ■= | t ■ » * „ ,'t^«|fense (and the total 

P" frr t - ' i ■ "'►. &,-) * ~U =1 

7 SaKeiiiiH. 1 «i '-" H^m * ~*~ w -f & 

r\||f te-Sfeii* ........... . ^***"* (SKj 



:1 uw 



^to,..TF,„t,;,,.ii<Di - 



bntr!bSk)iiJ^i 



y A1 



10-8(^ry^iK-^ ! £» "ll, K) l j%±| ^-0(PoorRi S k) = + 3 

TT.rw^ .,-..-. , , ' ' 



13 - Cwrs 

Violence in cufrfrtfSp , -u a < »< Ss a? * of more prior offenses = +4; 

Violence in current'Of i a s stlij « - a i -if1or offense = +3; Violence in 

current offense = +2 f ctf * * r j jp ^sad^my felony violence in two or more 

prior offenses = +2; Possessions i t "" i >s « Sense if current offense is not scored as a 
crime of violence = +2; No violence in current ofiense and any felony violence in one prior 
offense — +1 

IK - Death of Victim or High Level Violence (Category IH points are added to points scored in 

Categories I and U) 

Current offense was high level or other violence with death of victim resulting = +3; Current 

offense involved attempted murder or violence in which death of a victim would have been a 

probable result = +2; Current offense was other high level violence = +1 

Base Point Score (sum I-DI above) 
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DISCIPLINARY CPIDEIJNES 

You have 4 non-drug related infractionfs) [0-2 months each], which requires 0-8 months to be added to 
your base point score guideline range. 

You have behavior that constitutes new criminal conduct in a prison iacility, which is rated as Category 
Three severity because it involved Possession of Contraband (Dangerous Weapon). This requires 12-16 
months to be added to your base point score guideline range. 

You have behavior that constitutes new criminal conduct in a prison fecility, which is rated as Category 
Three severity because it involved Assault on Staff (no serious injuries). This requires 12-16 months to 
be added to your base point score guideline range. 

You have an aggregate disciplinary girjqV tin ftgg ' g^ t Tenths, which is to be added lo your base 
point score guideline range. ^ , 

Not Applicable ^ ^ TfoTKLO* WKtitfr k AjSj.--fe 

M—48 n e u* iwi ti line - or. * ^ 

227-227 M rc i uiUic " - -^'< ^' "0 J * 

24—40 T- J ,' <r, t , P ->„,«,' >jle} |~* 

less Q — Q $y| p|#| j 'i ifapphuible) 

287-315 to^qgaj^jfttW fe^y^^^sSBE 4 =^L__^__- 
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HEARING SUMMARY 
Name: West, Benson Reg No: 06319-007 

Hearing Parameters 

Hearing Format : In Person 

Hearing Type : Reconsideration 

Hearing Date : March 22, 2006 

Examiner : Rob Haworth 

Institution : Lee County USP 

Sentence Parameters 

Sentence Type : DC Parole Eligible 

MR/Statutory Release : None 

Full Teim Date : Life 

Months in Custody : 278 as of 3/5/2006 

Fines/Restitution/ Assessment : None 

Detainer : None 

Additional text regarding the above parameters: None 



Prior Action & Institutional Factors 

Prior Action: There is no current Prehearing Assessment in this case. 

The subject is serving 20 years to life for Attempted Robbery while Armed, First Degree Murder while Armed, 
Armed Robbery, Atterr^jtejRobbery and Carrying a Pistol without a License. His crimes occurred when he was 
17 years old. On 1/5/82, the subject and his codefendants attempted to rob several individuals. The robbery did 
not go well and subject shot and killed one of the victims. 

The subject had his Initial Hearing 4/29/2002. He was sent a NOA dated 5/29/2002 that denied parole and set a 
Rehearing in April of 2006, 48 months after the Initial Hearing. 

The guidelines at the Initial Hearing were set at 287-315. However, it was noted that the minimum term now 
shows on the sentence computation sheet to be 240 months . It will be necessary to correct the guidelines from 
the last hearing. The minimum term was recorded as 227 months at the Initial Hearing. 

Codefendants: Edward Jackson and Michael Britt are listed as codefendants. Jackson's Case No. is listed as F- 
206-83 and Britt's Case No. is F-205-83. There's no information in the Presentence Report that gives any 
details of their sentence. This examiner does not have the copy of the Prehearing Assessment from the Initial 
Hearing. The Summary of the Hearing held on 4/29/2002 does not describe the sentence or parole decision of 
any codefendant. It will be necessary to check this during Administrative Review. This is one of those type 
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cases where everyone appears to be equally culpable and it is important that the Commission not create a 

situation of codefendant disparity. 

Representative & Representative's Statement: The subject was represented by Attorney Jason Wallach at 
2101 L Street, NW, Washington, DC 20037. Mr. Wallach stated that he is familiar with the recent court 
decision from January, 2006 that has an affect on the Parole Commission's application of guidelines. The Case 
is Fletcher v. United States and the court's ruling stated that there is an expo facto violation when the Parole 
Commission applies new guidelines that will likely increase an individual's period of incarceration. Mr. 
Wallach acknowledged that the Fletcher Case dealt with a parole violator who had federal parole guidelines 
apply to his case. However, Mr. Wallach believes that there are serious implications for other guideline issues. 
He does not believe the US Parole Commission should apply the current US Parole guidelines to a DC Case. He 
believes that the Fletcher decision will ultimately require die Commission to apply the guidelines used by the 
DC Board, If this were done the subject would have had a Point Score of I at his Initial Hearing and a score of 
at his Rehearing. That would have allowed him to be paroled at either hearing and, based on that, Attorney 
Wallach stated that it is clear that it is detrimental to this subject to apply the current US Parole DC guidelines 
to this case. 

Attorney Wallach also stated that under DC Parole and sentencing law the minimum term is intended to satisfy 
accountability for the offense. He believes that using a Base Point Score that includes factors considered by the 
judge at the time of sentencing that it is tantamount to double counting. He does not believe that the base 
guidelines should be added to a case like the one of this subject. He contends subject should have been released 
at his minimum term. The least that should occur is parole at this time. ~/\ 

Attorney Wallach emphasized subject's excellent prison conduct and program accomplishments. He 
recommended parole at this time. He also pointed out that subject did not receive any Superior Program 
Achievement at the last consideration even though he had accomplished significant program completions while 
serving in the DC Department of Corrections. 

Prisoner's Statement: The subject expressed remorse for his mistakes in the past, particularly the current 
crimes. He was 17 yea rs old at the time and was a first offender. He made a terrible mistake that affected the 
rest of his life and affected the lives of many others. 

The subject is hopeful that his prison conduct record will be used as an indicator that he is not the same person 
he was when this crime was committed over 23 years ago. He wants to rejoin his family and start his life over. 

Discipline: None. 

Program Achievement: This prisoner has completed some significant programs since the last hearing. His 
most important accomplishment was completing his GED on 12/16/02. The subject completed the sixth grade 
on the street and this has been quite accomplishment for him. 

Additionally, the Progress Report dated 1/23/2006 shows that subject completed Keyboarding 7/1 1/03, 
Photography 9/22/04, Commercial Driver's License 9/28/04, Stocks, Bonds and Trade Analysis 1/14/05, 
Character Building 6/19/05, Basic Horns 7/7/05, Victim Impact 9/22/05, Parenting with Dignity 11/21/05, Basic 
Horns 12/8/05 and Basic Computer Knowledge 12/30/05. 

This good mix of Educational/Vocational and Self-Help Program completions makes this subject worthy of 
consideration for Superior Program Achievement. He received a 48 month setoff which would qualify him for 
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16 months of Superior Program Achievement. It is recommended that he receive that award. This examiner 
noted that the subject was not given any Superior Program Achievement at his Initial Hearing. 

Superior Program Achievement Award Recommendation: This recommendation includes a 16 month 
credit for Superior Program Achievement; specifically, you completed your GED, Keyboarding, Photography, 
Commercial Driver's License, Stocks, Bonds and Trade Analysis, Character Building, Basic Horns, Victim 
Impact, Parenting with Dignity, Basic Horns and Basic Computer Knowledge. Additionally, you have 
consistently received good work reports, you have kept clear conduct and you have set a good example of the 
constructive use of prison time. 

Release Plans: The subject plans to live at the home of an aunt in Washington, DC. He received Vocational 
Training at the Lorton Facility in Welding, Plumbing, Electrical and Refrigeration. He will not have any 
difficulty finding employment. 

Guideline Parameters, Evaluation & Recommendation 

Salient Factor Score: 
Base Point Score: 

Guidelines in Effect: 300-328 (Corrected) 

Disciplinary Guideline SINCE Last Hearing: 0-0 

Superior Program Achievement SINCE Last Hearing: ..16-16 
Total Guideline Range: 284-312 

Evaluation : It is necessary to correct the guidelines from the last hearing. The parole eligibility date must of 
required 227 months at that time. It now shows that it requires 240 months for an increase of 13 months. Case 
Manager Osteen stated that during the hearing that it is probably because the BOP discovered that the 20 years 
was a manda tory mini mum. The total guidelines from the last hearing increased to 300-328. Obviously, the 
subject was very disappointed in this and Attorney Wallach objected believing the Commission should leave the 
old guidelines intact. - — V — 

During the hearing Case Manager Osteen stated that this subject is a leader in the Unit. He also added that 
subject "leads in the right way". He is very influential with younger inmates and is a great assistance to staff. 

This subject was a 17 year old first offender when this crime occurred. It was a very serious crime and 
punishment and accountability are an important factor in any case. This prisoner has currently served 278 
months and his guidelines are 284-312. This examiner is recommending parole at the middle of the guidelines 
after service of 298 months. That is after service of approximately 25 years. That seems to appropriately fit this 
case. 

Recommendation: Continue to a presumptive parole on 1 1/5/2007 after the service of 298 months. 

Conditions: Special Drug Aftercare. 

Statutory Interim Hearing: None. 
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Guideline Use: A departure from the guidelines at this consideration is not warranted. 

Additional Text: There are no documents in the Parole Packet or the Bureau of Prisons File that shows there 
has been any contact on behalf of the victims. 

[Signature] 



JRH/PAH 
March 26, 2006 



Executive Reviewer's Comments: Denton 4/4/06 

After reviewing the file, it appears that the parole eligibility date has not changed from the initial hearing. The 
discrepancy occurred when the examiner who completed the prehearing for the initial hearing did not include 
the jail credit. When I added those day to the program, it correctly showed the months to eligibility as 240. 
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U.S. Department of Justice 
United States Parole Commission 
5550 Friendship Boulevard 
Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815-7201 



Notice or Action 



Name; WEST, Benson 
Register Number: 06319-007 
DCDCNo: 206-796 



Institution :Lee County USP 
Dale April 12,2006 



As a result of the hearing conducted on March 22, 2006 the following action was ordered: 

Continue to a presumptive parole on January 5, 2009 after service of 312 months. This presumptive 
parole date is conditioned upon your maintaining good institutional conduct and the development of a 
suitable release plan. The Commission^rili Stf^iS^p^^release record review up to 9 months prior to 
the presumptive parole date to a~, . !< l&sfJ „ j SJ i i Jj^vl been fulfilled. In order to complete 
this review, the Case Manager sf J i is&ti'ut - up \ < <~t- i j rt|o the Commission 10 months 
prior to the presumptive paroje *< j ' n # i^ts" E^o^ since the Commission's 

last review, they shouJo p i t * \ >r i t v >^. § h an^ssron's consideration, lflhe 

Commission has reqi^^ftf^a'T^^^fpsj^^^Bator ps>%%IfJii^^orte 



, ,- * I i >1 ; , b, < I i i 
it also should be attai* ' , 

ay// ^^- % 

•L0I - 



spared for this review, 




In addition, you, 
participate as 
the D.C. Court 
drug dependent 
to the use of 
after the course' 




ayf jjrogram 
Hgency for the trei 
^^■examination to 
alcohol 

Your Current TotaTCc mi |1 " " ■* i j tt 

mate up your CunerS! I i ! " it i ! *>• , ft g 6* "- .*Jf ^ ; s » 

Score Guideline Ran fe <§& r • > M *3jjpaS« |d j' i^iV" 
applicable); and Superior SjQg<- f r ! - '* ' *■ * I ' " 1 * s s * 

1 I l 

You have been in confinement a. j t- " * j it" > /* ,s* nemjat 
March 5, 2006. ""O' ~~ J. 

Afler consideration of ail factors and information presented, a decision outside the Current Total 
Guideline Range at this consideration is not found warranted. 

THE ABOVE DECISION IS NOT APPEALABLE. 

Copies of this Notice are sent to your institution and to your supervising officer, In certain cases, copies 
may also be sent to the sentencing court You are responsible for advising any others you wish to notify. 



the components that 
•Irnt Score; Base Point 
iplinary Guidelines (if 

y 

for a total of 278 months as of 
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CSS Data Management Group 
D.C. Court Services & Often* 
300 Indiana Avenue, N.W., Suite 2070 
i.D.C. 20001 



'»<,:-,**,5t>^ 



«§3 
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Not Applicable 



DISCIPLINARY GUIDELINES 



SUPERIOR PROGRAM ACHDZVEMENT AWARD 



You have been granted a reduction of 16 month(s) from your Total Guideline Range for superior 
program achievement This was granted because you specifically completed your GED, Keyboarding, 
Photography, Commercial Driver's License, Stocks, Bonds and Trade Analysis, Character Building, 
Basic Horns, Victim Impact, Parenting with Dignity, Basic Horns and Basic Computer Knowledge. 
Additionally, you have consistently received good^wodcreporls, you have kept clear conduct and you 
have set a good example of the constr 
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Memorandum 



Subject Date 

Benson West November 9, 2007 

Reg. No. No. 063 19-007 



Cranston J. Mitchell Douglas W. Thiessen 

Vice Chairman Assistant General Counsel 

U.S. Parole Commission U.S. Parole Commission 

Patricia K. Cushwa 

Commissioner 

U.S. Parole Commission 



Summary 

This memorandum discusses the April 2006 decision in the above-referenced inmate's case and 
requests clarification of the Commission's decision. 



Benson West is a 42-year old D.C. Code offender currently serving an aggregate life prison sentence 
for attempted robbery while armed, first degree murder while armed, armed robbery, attempted 
robbery, and carrying a pistol without a license. On January 5, 2003, he became eligible for parole. 
Prior to his parole eligibility date, the Commission afforded him a hearing, where the Commission 
applied the guidelines for D.C. Code offenders. The Commission denied him parole and continued 
him to a three-year reconsideration hearing. This was a decision within West's guidelines. 

On March 22, 2006, West appeared before a Commission hearing examiner for his reconsideration 
hearing. The presiding hearing examiner recommended granting West an award for superior program 
achievement, recomputed his guidelines (a result of a change in West's parole eligibility date), and 
recommended that he be granted a presumptive parole after the service of 298 months. This was a 
recommendation within West's new 284-312 month guideline range and would have resulted in a 
release on approximately November 5, 2007. The executive reviewer agreed with this 
recommendation, forming a hearing examiner panel. 

Commissioner Cushwa disagreed with the panel's recommendation and made the following vote: 
"Continue to a presumptive parole March 5, 2008 to bring within re-calculated guidelines. Drug 
aftercare. Serve 312 months." Vice Chairman Mitchell agreed with this vote. A notice of action was 
issued with the following language: "Continue to a presumptive parole on January 5, ; 
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service of 3 12 months." The notice also included language regarding the special drug aftercare 
condition. 

On November, 8, 2007, during a deposition in Sellmon. v. Reillv et al„ Civ. Act. No. l:06-cv-01650, 
the above discrepancy between the notice of action and the signed Commission order was brought to 
light. Mr. West's counsel inquired about this discrepancy, and Commission counsel assured him that 
the Commission would provide a clarification. 

Issue and Recommendation 

The central issue is whether the two Commissioners who voted on Mr. West's case intended to order 
Mr. West released on March 5, 2008 or after the service of 312 months. 

In its decision-making, the Commission's ordinary practice is to start with determining a number of 
months suggested by the guidelines, ordering a number of months to be served (whether within or 
outside the guidelines), and then computing a presumptive parole date. See generally 28 C.F.R. § 
2.800). See also Rules and Procedures Manual. Appendix 1, ^ I.B. 

Mr. West began serving his sentence on January 6, 1983. As of the date of Mr. West's hearing on 
March 5, 2006, Mr. West had thus been in custody for a total of 278 months (23 years, 2 months). If it 
was the Commission's intent for Mr. West to be granted a presumptive parole on March 5, 2008, the 
corresponding month number would have been 302 months, 24 months after his hearing. However, if 
it was the Commission's intent for Mr. West to serve 3 1 2 months before a presumptive parole, the 
actual date of that parole would have been January 5, 2009, as reflected in the Commission's notice of 
action (resulting in 26 total years in custody). Either of these decisions would be within West's 284- 
312 month guideline range. 

I have attached proposed orders with both of the above scenarios. Please vote according to your 
original intent. 

Please note: if it was both voting Commissioner's intent to order 312 months, this would be a decision 
more than 6 months above the panel recommendation, so three Commissioner votes would be required. 
See 28 C.F.R. § 2.74(c). If this is the case, the second Commissioner voting should forward the case to 
another Commissioner for voting. However, for a 302 -month, March 5, 2008 decision, only two votes 
would be necessary. If both Commissioners are not in agreement, the case should be circulated until 
the requisite number of Commissioner votes is obtained to form a decision. 

Please feel free to contact me at the office at 301-492-5959, ext. 238 or on my cell at 301-351-0997 
with any questions. 

I request that this file be returned to me to ensure proper notice of action preparation after all necessary 
Commissioner votes are obtained. 



^QS* ^U t^LtSi - ^-f/^j/^ 



/Uc_ 



i 
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VS. Department of Justice 
US. Parole Commissieii 




ORDER 



Benson 



Z,ee ^evi'f-y 



In the case of the above-named, the Commission has carefully ex jmined all the information at its disposal and the following action 
wilh regard to parole, parole status, or mandatory release status is hereby ordered: 

cf-kr Hi Sergei f 3)2- ivo-ffus. tyv ShM. t* 

P-krmCf t/pei i/itvr ft teas* ■ 

JLlitP"/ 



Cvijeeh fO cp-PutJ d: 




(Dale Notice ant) 



National Appeals Board _ 
National Commissioners _ 
Full Commission 



FAKGU FORM H-t 
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i}£. Department of Justice 
U.S. Parole Commission 




ORDER 



Wesf . &ens<w 



In the case or the above-named, the Commission has carefully examined all the information at Its disposal and the following action 
with regard to parole, parole status, or mandatory release sums is hereby ordered: 

CffTJinue. jo i t>n>s u^p/Vvr P«re/e gn /vi<\rcM S~, >°QS 

aft-tc the, service Q'f 3<?3- nwrfas- tyov shtt/l te 

<ivh'l(<?t- fa SptoTcJ drug gf-h r&,rf o>P0*? Istvr QeleqSZ. 



National Appeals Board 

National Commissioners 

Full Commission 



(ehedt) 

rAaoun 



